from the "Communist Manifesto" were one of the most important indications of the communist's economic policies in the 19th and 20th centuries.
69 years later, in 1917, came the Bolshevik Revolution. In July 1944, the communists were installed in Poland. In the April Theses Vladimir Ilyich Lenin promised "Nationalization of all lands in the country" 2 . Later the time came in Russia for nationalization of factories, expropriation of entrepreneurs and the party laid its "hands on the fabulous profits of the capitalists and bankers" 3 . The ruin for private entrepreneurship was brought by the Russian Civil War, but already in January 1920, David Lloyd George's Cabinet signed an agreement with the Bolsheviks and the economic blockade of Russia was lifted 4 . The tsarist gold, treasures and antiques could flow to West European speculators and bankers, and the weapons could flow to the Red Army 5 . Western corporations invested in the Soviet Union 6 . In 1922 Russia and Germany signed the Treaty of Rapallo to cooperate "in a spirit of mutual goodwill in meeting the economic needs of both countries" 7 . The communists rebuilt their economy and built the totalitarian system. It was not the establishment of "the conditions for co-operative production on a social scale" -as Marx said 8 . The Marx's idea of "social ownership" or "ownership by the people" was changed to "state ownership" -including nationalization 9 .
On the contrary, in the Manifesto of the Polish Committee of National Liberation of 22 July 1944, there was no mention of nationalization 10 :
The property robbed by the Germans from citizens, peasants, merchants, craftsmen, small and medium-sized industrialists, institutions and the Church shall be returned to its rightful owners. German estates shall be confiscated. The existence of Jews, brutally exterminated by the invader, shall be rebuilt and their legal and actual equal rights shall be guaranteed. Revolution, In: Lenin's Collected Works, Progress Publishers, vol. 24, Moscow 1964, pp. 19-26 . Online: https:/ /www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/ works/1917/apr/04.htm (24.11.2016 ).
V.I. Lenin, The Tasks of the Proletariat in the Present

V.I. Lenin, The Tasks of the Proletariat in Our Revolution (Draft Platform for the Proletarian Party), in:
Lenin 's Collected Works, Progress Publishers, vol. 24, Moscow 1964, pp. 55-92 . Online: https:/ /www. marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1917/tasks/index.htm (24.11.2016) . 4 M. Nowak-Kiełbikowa, Polityka Wielkiej Brytanii wobec Europy Środkowo-Wschodniej w latach 1918 -1921 , "Studia z dziejów ZSRR i Europy Środkowej" 1970 , p. 100. A. Fedorowicz, Jak Zachód dolarami uratował Lenina, "Wprost" 29. June 2014 , https:/ /www.wprost. pl/454096/mob.html (24.11.2016 German-Russian Agreement; April 16, 1922 (Treaty of Rapallo) , Yale Law School: http:/ /avalon.law. yale.edu/20th century/rapallo 001.asp (24.11.2016 ).
The national property, controlled today by the German state and individual German capitalists, that is large industrial, trade, banking and transport enterprises and forests, shall go under Temporary State Management. In the course of regulating the economic relations, ownership shall be restored.
Furthermore, in the first weeks, the official guidelines of the new authorities ordered prompt return of real estate and enterprises confiscated by the Nazis 11 .
For comparison: the Labour Cabinet nationalized civil aviation, coal mining, railways, water and long-distance road haulage, telecommunications, electricity, gas and the steel industry. The guidelines were similar and Clement Attlee issued an announcement about the nationalization of coal: "Today, January 1st, 1947, will be remembered as one of the great days in the industrial history of our country. The coal-mines now belong to the nation. This act offers great possibilities of social advance for the workers, and indeed the whole nation" 12 .
In Russia, the decree on nationalization of large-scale industries was issued on 28 June 1918. Bolsheviks declared "all of the following industrial and commercial enterprises which are located in the Soviet Republic, with all their capital and property, whatever they may consist of, [will become] the property of the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic" 13 . In Poland, the first step was the decree on land reform of 6 September 1944 14 . By expropriating the landed gentry, the people's government took over "industrial enterprises irrespective of their types, possessed capacity and size; their nationalization was based on location of the property encompassed by the land reform. Predominantly, it pertained to sugar factories, mills, breweries, distilleries etc." 15 . In other words, already in autumn 1944 the communists had taken over all food industry in rural areas. The people's government, with a series of legal acts, decided also on the properties which had been abandoned by their owners. It pertained to the properties of missing persons, including enterprises 16 .
The most important was the act on nationalization enacted on 3 January 1946 17 . The key norm established by that law was that "the State takes over the industrial enterprises when they are able to employ more than 50 employees on one shift" (article 3, passage 1, letter B). Formally, nationalization was compensated with damages, but in reality the damages were fictitious 18 . Additionally, the clause of full employment capacity was interpreted broadly 19 . In this way practically every business could be nationalized, even very small industrial enterprises 20 . The propaganda literature said that "the government bill was not aimed at the nationalization of everything" 21 . In practice, private business was to be eliminated. More incredible, is that the communist law of nationalization is still in force today, along with the decree of President Bierut of 20 December 1946, which amended this law 22 . Therefore, the Polish literature and legal doctrine developed the rules of evaluation of validity of pre-war constitutional norms concerning property law obedience in the People's Poland times 23 . Thus, we can say that the Polish legislator after 1989 did not generally question the legal order of the Polish People's Republic. On the constitutional basis of 1997, the judicial bodies do not have competence to independently evaluate the legal consequences of events that brought about the assumption of power by the authorities of People's Poland. They cannot claim that it was unconstitutional. They do not have grounds for using regulations which were not accepted by the people's government and they should appeal only to those regulations which were actually used by the people's government and to such an extent in which they were really used.
The Polish act on nationalization was not as particular, as the Electricity Act or the Transport Act, and was not enacted by the parliament but by the State National Council (Krajowa Rada Narodowa) -a parliament-like political body created by the communists under Soviet control. From the legislative perspective, the establishment of boards or committees came first in Poland, while the opening of state trusts was secondary. It was an effect of nationalization for finding favourable industry structures. The nationalization of individual enter-prises was enacted by regulatory acts, not by statutory law. "Monitor Polski" -a journal for the publication of legal acts -published a lot of registers with the firms of work-places. The regulations were issued by ministers and chiefs of central boards and they were immediately enforceable. This method resembled the Soviet practice -as Silvana Malle wrote -"effective nationalization required the issue of individual decrees for each expropriated factory or industrial complex" 24 .
There were no rules, and enterprises from the same branches or areas ended up in the registers at different times. All depended on a policy of local communist activists. For example, in February 1949 the committee of the Economic Department of the Polish United Workers' Party Voivodeship Committee in Lublin "chose to keep going, regardless of the sector's affiliation, 77 sawmills and to close 74 out of the total number of 151 existing state-owned, cooperative and private sawmills" 25 . In practice, almost all private sawmills were closed and co-operative sawmills resumed work. The liquidation was irrational and in the face of transportion difficulties in the countryside, it reduced the possibilities of wood processing.
Furthermore, the communist government used at the same time various regulations of expropriation: the decree on forced state management of 16 December 1918 26 amended by the decree of 25 May 1927 27 ; the act on expropriation proceedings of 24 September 1934 28 ; the decree on state border of 23 December 1927 29 ; the act on the common duty of material services of 30 March 1939 30 ; the decree on extending of forced state management on the whole state area of 1 September 1939 31 ; the above-mentioned act on nationalization of 3 January 1946; the decree on buying and handing over the real property which was in-24 S. Malle, The Economic Organisation of War Communism, 1918 -1921 , Cambridge University Press, 1985 As we can see, the communists in Poland used regulations which were enacted in various periods and by many rulers: Józef Piłsudski when he became Chief of State (Naczelnik Państwa) immediately after the Great War, sanation in the 1930s (the same sanation which the communists referred to as being fascist), war norms from the beginning of the World War II (still sanation) and socialist planning rules. They were dedicated to different aims not directly connected with nationalization. They realized Lenin's principles: the old forms were given new contents. What is important, the totalitarian communist system was based on the authoritarian sanation legislation. The nationalization was one of the basic methods of rebuilding of the political regime towards communism 35 . It led to destruction of the authority of law, hypertrophy of general clauses (the act on nationalization is an example of that process), growth of repressive tendencies in law, "publicization" of private law, negating of property law, non-statutory amendment of law and finally the judicial reform of 1950 36 .
In 1921 Lenin decreed the New Economic Policy (Новая әкономическая политика), but following his death Stalin ordered the "exploiters" to be totally destroyed. In Poland, the post-war private sector, which right after the war experienced an economic boom, was gradually reduced and finally depreciated but not totally liquidated. Small entrepreneurs and craftsmen were regarded as petite bourgeoisie and had their own party: Alliance of Democrats (Stronnictwo Demokratyczne). The Alliance was a satellite party and a "transmission belt" between the Polish United Workers' Party (PUWP) and the intelligentsia, craftsmen and merchants 37 Ludowej, Warszawa 1985; A. Czubiński, Stronnictwo Demokratyczne (1937 -1989 In contrast to Russia, Poland was characterized by the existence of individual agriculture, the Catholic Church and the remains of a private sector in the national economy. There was an interesting phenomenon of arranged transfer of private enterprises to large state industry between the enterprise owners and directors of state trusts, cooperating with each other, in order to save the factories from closing 39 and extending protection of state trusts on private business environment institutions, like Gdynia Cotton Association which appraised the quality of cotton for the state textile industry 40 .
1950 was the critical year for judicial law and a symbolical year in the Polish economy, not only due to the Six-Year Plan, but also for the chambers of industry and commerce, and commodities exchanges. It was two years after consolidation of the Polish Workers' Party and the Polish Socialist Party to form the PUWP; three years after the electoral fraud of 1947 and the "battle of trade" in the same year which brought private merchants to fall, and forced the action of corn purchase during which the authorities closed private mills 41 . The people's government carried out the land reform, the Polish landed gentry was dispossessed and eliminated as a social group; during "Operation Vistula" the Ukrainian minority was resettled from the south-eastern provinces to the Recovered Territories in the west of the country; the anti-communist resistance movements were defeated. The control over the economy was a part of society's conquest. Elements of the economic life command strategy included not only the nationalization of industrial enterprises but also the liquidation or transformation of organizations which represented entrepreneurs' interests. They became a part of the socialist regime and were subordinated to the system which in the literature was described as totalitarian 42 Czesław Bobrowski -director of the Polish Central Planning Office wrote: "industry socialization was settled by the facts: if we add pre-war state industry, post-German property, foreign enterprises, domestic enterprises disgraced by collaboration with Germans and enterprises of Jews who died heirless, they are the overwhelming industry's capital" 44 . In July 1944 most factories and work places were under temporary state management. This form of management was the initial phase of nationalization and already in 1944 had features of permanence 45 . It should not be forgotten that the situation in Central Poland was different than in the Białystok region, the Polish territories annexed by Nazi Germany and the Recovered Territories. After the 1st and 17th of September, Nazi and Soviet occupiers expropriated the Poles, Jews, Ukrainians and entrepreneurs of other nationalities 46 . As Samuel Herman wrote: "The firm prewar relationships of property tides and rights had been drastically modified by the Nazi occupants to an unparalleled degree in the history of modern war" 47 .
But let us discuss this problem on the basis of Lublin's tanning industry. This city in Eastern Poland was the capital of post-war Poland until 1st February 1945. There the economic ideas were formed and methods tested which were then disseminated in other Polish regions 48 . The tanning industry was characterized by a series of middle-sized factories which were all located in the city -not in the province, as for example sugar factories. Moreover, in prewar Poland, since the time of the Great Depression, all the tanneries were in Jewish hands 49 . This was unlike other branches of industry in the Lublin region, such as breweries, weighing scales, agricultural machinery, cement plants or sawmills. In 1929 there were five "bigger tanneries in Lublin's area" 50 -"bigger" meaning that these enterprises employed over 20 workers and were partly or wholly mechanised. Between 1930 and five and seven important tanneries 51 . In contrast, small enterprises operated in very primitive conditions, worse than in craft workshops under the control of craftsmen guilds' in the 16th and 17th centuries 52 . Edward Weigle, an expert from the Polish Tanning Industrialists Association, said in January 1937: "I had (...) accidentally a chance to see a local depot for raw skins. It was just a hole dug in the ground, without floor and any sewage system. Raw material laid in a swamp made by water and blood flowing down from the skins" 53 . The decree on hygiene and safety in skin-tanning plants of 7 May 1937 was disregarded 54 . Damp, stuffy air and hard work in tanneries fatally influenced "workers' lungs, shoulders and digestive tract. (...) Workers (...) often suffered from severe spots on hands with wounds from which blood trickled. In contact with dirty material these could easily be infected" 55 .
The most serious problems were: the disproportionate prices of raw materials and skin dyes in comparison to the value of the final product, low quality of land materials, difficulty with imports, high duties which prevented land market development and fluctuation of skin prices 56 . Curing, dryer plants and warehouses were lacking, the culture of animal husbandry and cattle breeding were at a primitive level and rural agriculture resembled the times of socage. Edmund Zalewski explained: "due to poor breeding conditions domestic cattle provide deficient slaughter material as far as skin is concerned. We do not have well-furnished cowsheds and pastures; both on pastures and in farmyards there is often disarray and lack of elementary hygiene rules. The pastures are fenced with barbed wire which cuts the cattle's skin, and in cowsheds dirt from manure and urine inflames the cuts and causes permanent injuries and skin illnesses" 57 . In the countryside there were no funds, little chance of curing parasites, and workers in slaughterhouses, by way of their sloppiness, added to the toll of damaged or destroyed skins. Losses arising from "Skin damaged by worms, scars and blemishes" were more than 75% 58 .
In the regions of former Congress Poland and Lesser Poland, in the trade of raw skins "near absolute anarchy reigned" 59 . Tanneries waged a competitive battle and seasonal fluctuations on the market made production un- Zalewski, Skóry: surowiec, garbarstwo, handel, Warszawa 1938, pp. 8-9. 58 Ibidem, p. 12.
59 E. Weigle, op. cit., p. 12. stable 60 . There were disputes about import quotas between organizations of tanning industrialists and chambers of industry and trade, and organizations protested against centralization of the tanning industry 61 . However, good partnerships existed between representatives of the tanning branch and the Ministry of Industry and Trade 62 . Lawlessness in the market caused lack of coordination in breeding, working, storage, purchase of domestic and foreign materials, production and the import of dyes and salt, railway transport, sale on stock markets, tax, customs, foreign exchange policies, cooperation with slaughterhouses, assurance of safety for workers, production conditions, environmental protection, high quality goods for consumers, specialization in production of various types of skins, building of vocational tanning schools and statistical reporting 63 . What is interesting, is that already at the turn of the 19th to 20th century, the demand for dyes led to cutting down the quebracho trees in Argentina, resulting in extensive deforestation and devastation of the ecosystem 64 . The example of the Polish pre-war tanning industry (and related global problems) clearly shows the shortcomings of the free market 65 .
From the legal perspective, tanneries were qualified as industrial plants whose opening was approved by the voivodeship authority, in practice: by the Department of Industry in the Voivode's Office. If tanning was not run using industrial methods, it was regarded as craftsmanship 66 .
Larger turnover was registered in the factories of Ajchenbaum, Biderman, Brikman, Domańscy 67 , "Kośminek" 68 , Lucht, Rubinstein, Silberstein and Zorkraut 69 . Only the Domańscy and Lucht factories were non-Jewish. Domań-scy Tannery was the oldest: it was founded in 1874 but declared bankruptcy in the 1930s and was purchased by other owners. Finally, there was only one tannery left that was non-Jewish and this case deserves more attention: its owner was Hipolit Lucht. In the beginning of the 1930s he shutdown production, sold his declining factory and in 1934 the shareholders were Jewish (Zorkraut), but the company remained Polish ("Ciborski" or "Kołodziejczyk") 70 . Hipolit Lucht was of Czech origin and one of pre-war Lublin's better-known businessmen: a local activist, member of the local government council and member of Lublin's Chamber 71 . He voiced anti-Semitic opinions and was active in a right-wing nationalist party -National Democracy (Endecja) 72 . During the Nazi occupation he signed with his family Deutsche Volksliste, took a nobilitary particle "von" and called himself the receivership manager of the Chamber of Industry and Commerce in Lublin 73 . In April 1940, as a usurper, he was dismissed and replaced by a new Nazi manager 74 . Despite dismissal he collaborated with the Nazis and became a Gestapo agent, thus a traitor to the Polish nation. His post-war life is unknown, but one member of his family was probably deported to Siberia 75 .
After the beginning of the Nazi occupation the receivership management was introduced in all seven Jewish tanneries, one tannery (ex-Lucht) was, at the beginning, probably free from the invader's supervision 76 . Later all factories were joined in a forced trust Zentralstelle der Lederfabriken des Distrikts Lublin. Key Cord built three companies: Brikman (Towarowa Street 41), Silberstein (Towarowa Street 7) and Zorkraut (Okólna Street 5) 77 . Practically all of Lublin's Jews were killed by the Nazis and the situation with the tanneries suited Bobrowski's description. Polish people worked in factories and Germans became members of management boards.
The Soviets arrived in Lublin on 23 July 1944 78 . The factories were abandoned by the Nazi invaders who took away cash and documents, wanted to destroy the inventory and had already murdered the legal Jewish owners along with their families 79 . Civil guards from the Home Army (Armia Krajowa) protected work places from stragglers and looters 80 . Thanks to the involvement of Polish employees, the tanneries started production five days later: on 28 July 81 . The "Kośminek" Tannery was launched first, and the factory committee was appointed there 82 . On 10 August 1944 the companies were restructured to the Headquarters of Lublin Tanneries (Centrala Garbarń w Lublinie) 83 . In a report dated seven days later, the Chief of the Department of National Economy and Finance in the Polish Committee of National Liberation wrote 84 :
The tanning industry in Lublin during the Nazi occupation was concentrated in one enterprise due to the fact that the tanneries belonged to Jews. Currently, the Department has ordered the Industrial Division of the Voivodeship National Council to form the Tannery Headquarters in Lublin, instead of the former management, and to introduce a trusteeship, consisting of one manager (an expert clerk), one representative of the staff and one representative of the Voivodeship National Council.
The factory is in arrears with payment of workers' wages -due to the lack of funds for running the enterprise the Department allowed as an exception to pay 50% of the delayed wages in goods for the government set prices (...). It was decided that cooperatives should distribute shoes for ration coupons among the workers (...)
The Soviet authorities were interested in the skin stored by the Headquarters. The Department declared orally to the Soviet purchasing department that the Headquarters can allocate a part of its production, but on condition that the Headquarters obtain raw skin from the purchasing department to secure further production and goods to be distributed among the working people. The Headquarters coordinated work in the tanneries, took care of the employees, distributed the materials (skins) among factories and ready-made goods for consumers. In November five tanneries were working and the Headquarters planned to open a sixth (Jankowski Tannery) 85 . As a rule, the factories were managed by workers in factory committees, and the Headquarters provided administration and contact with people's authority. In the course of time this situation was brought under control by the communists, and workers' councils became fiction.
All Lublin tanneries were practically in state hands by July 1944 -nine months before Victory Day. The nationalization in this branch, in comparison with other industries in the Lublin Committee's area, was the simplest, because the enterprises before the war were Jewish owned. During the war they were expropriated by the Nazis, centralized and organizationally merged. In 1944, still during the war, they passed into state management, united in the Tannery Headquarters. In the 1940s and 50s these enterprises started a new company: Lublin Tanning Factories (Lubelskie Zakłady Garbarskie) and by 1959, together with the shoe factory created, the Lublin Factories of Leather Industry (Lubelskie Zakłady Przemysłu Skórzanego) came into being. Following the system transformation and founded on the Lublin Factories of Leather Industry, after overcoming certain difficulties, a joint-stock company "Protektor S.A." was established in Lublin. Now it is one of the largest producers and distributors of safety, military and specialized shoes (e.g. for fire services), in Europe. The parent company has two sister companies in Germany, one factory in Poland and two in Moldova. As we can see, the traditions of Lublin's tanning industry are expanding globally 86 .
Until the time of nationalization, the tanneries were formally distinct enterprises in every respect, organizationally and legally. In the case of the Biderman Tannery, in 1950 the Chief of the Central Board of Small Production (Centralny Urząd Drobnej Wytwórczości) published an order regarding forced state management -five years after the end of the war 87 . The status of those enterprises was specified in the act of 25 February 1958 on the regulation of legal status of property under state management 88 . They had passed into state ownership. Article 2 stated: "Enterprises which are under state management as at the date this act became effective (...) become the State's property by virtue of law". In the meantime, the order on concessions for fur tanneries was enacted, but it had no influence on the described companies. It pertained to the rest of small private tanneries 89 . * * * Undoubtedly, the acts which regulated the legal sphere of the economy were necessary. Nazis and Soviets killed millions of Polish people, they massively changed state borders, all Jewish entrepreneurs disappeared, German entrepreneurs ran away from the Red Army and after the war they were resettled. Polish citizens and taxpayers rebuilt the economy while living under a totalitarian system. They paid damages to foreign legal persons, but after 1989 they fell victim to " wild reprivatization". Now, in Poland, this is a real result of communism.
